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Period fo7 RepT''""' ""^"^ " 'PP^"-' °" the cover sheet ^.f th the correspondence aLress ■- 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 yZbT ^ communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 February 2003 . 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. - -'. ^ ; — . 

application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
Disposition S cia"mr^ '''^''^"'^ under Ex parfe Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1^44 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-44 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)a accepted or bjQ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. KSee 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

I 1 !)□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 
application from the International Bureau (POT Rule 1 7.2(a)) 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 
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4) O Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 

tr!itL w^fin'"^^ * «ff '^"''u "! P^**"*- ^^^®P* ^^^^ ^" international application filed under the 

treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application 
published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the United States was 
published under Article 21 (2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or , " 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the . C 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United v ' ~ 

^ete^'j'd^^fin'eXs?^^^^^^^^ ''''' °" °' ^" ' 

Claims 1-8, 10-16. 20, 22-24, 27, 29-37 and 39-44 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Luciano et al (6,168,521) or Yacenda 

(6,322,446). 

Regarding claims 1-2, 4, 6-8, 10-16, 20, 23-24, 27, 30-31, 33, 35-37 and 39-43, 
Luciano or Yacenda teaches a lottery pooling management system that comprises a 
participant interface, the participant interface being in communication with a participant 
computer , the participant interface being configured to allow pool participants to ' - 
participate in one or more lottery pools, each lottery pool having one or more sets of 
lottery numbers; a lottery interface, the lottery interface being in communication with one 
or more lotteries and the participant interface, the lottery interface being configured to 
ascertain drawing results and jackpot amounts for the one or more lotteries and to 
compare the drawing results with the one or more sets of lottery numbers in the one or 
more lottery pools; and a notification interface, the notification interface being in 
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communication with the participant interface and the lottery interface, the notification 
Interface being configured to alert pool participants about activity in the one or more 
lotteries, the status of the lottery pool, and the compared drawing results (Luciano-Fig. 
1; Fig. 2; Fig. 3; Fig. 8; col. 2, lines 33-65; col. 3, lines 1-28; Yacenda- Fig. 1; Fig. 2>^ V ^ 
and Fig. 2B). 

Regarding claims 3 and 32, Luciano teaches all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. Luciano further teaches the entry and editing of the numbers by the 
players (Fig. 3, #38- see "Enter" input as well in this figure). 

Regarding claims 5 and 34, Luciano teaches all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. Luciano further teaches the replay of the numbers (lines 5-7 of 
abstract). 

Regarding claims 22, 29 and 44, Yacenda teaches all the limitations of the c^&ns: : 
as discussed above. Yacenda further teaches the network being the Internet (col. 4, 
lines 34-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the pnor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which saic^ subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention waVmade. .\- 

Claims 9, 21, 28 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Luciano et al (6,168,521). 
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Regarding claims 21 and 28, Luciano teaches all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. Luciano further teaches the display of results so as to add excitement 
to the game (see last sentence of abstract). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify this concept taught by 
Luciano to further include the highlighting of matches to increase the excitement and to 
add an aesthetic appeal that would attract players to the lottery game. 

Regarding claims 9 and 38. Luciano teaches all the limitation's of the claims as.^ 
discussed above. While Luciano teaches the feature of replaying the ticket in a future' ' 
lottery (abstract), Luciano is silent regarding the feature of notifying the player of an 
updated jackpot amount. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to include this feature in Luciano to increase the player's 
anticipation of winning larger jackpots in the future. 

Claims 17-18 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yacenda (6,322,446). 

Regarding claim 1 7, Yacenda teaches all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. While Yacenda teaches the electronic notification {online} (col. 3, ' 
lines 59-60), Yacenda is silent on the particular means of electronic notification. The 
examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to use e-mail as a form of 
online communication. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate e-mail notification in Yacenda to make the 
process of winner notification quicker and more convenient for the player; whereby the 
player would not have to track the winning outcome(s) him/herself. 
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Regarding claims 18 and 25, Yacenda teaches ail the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. Yacenda further teaches the monitoring of the time remaining (Fig. 3, 
#201 ). However. Yacenda is silent regarding alerting the participants of time remaining:- . 
before the lottery closes. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in The 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate this feature in Yacenda to allow the 
participant a fair opportunity to choose lottery picks before being disqualified. 

Claims 19 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yacenda (6,322,446) in view o1 Luciano et al (6,168,521). 

Regarding claims 19 and 26, Yacenda teaches all the limitations of the claims as 
discussed above. Yacenda is silent regarding the feature of alerting the winner with a 
varying color scheme. However, in an analogous lottery systeniV Luciano teaches - r;^- ,~ 
displaying the lottery results in such a manner as to provide the excitement (last 
sentence of abstract). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to enhance the display of results of Yacenda, as taught by 
Luciano, and to further enhance both Yacenda and Luciano by providing a color output 
to increase the excitement of the game and to add an aesthetic appeal that attracts 
players. 

Pertinent Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considerecLpertinent to c 
applicant's disclosure. Walker et al (6,312,332) teaches a lottery system whereby a 
group of participants "pool" together to forma a team. 
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Examiner's Response to Applicant's Remarks 

Applicant argues that the prior art of record Luciano et al and Yacenda do not 
anticipate the instant claims. Applicant further argues that the examiner has not met the 
basic criteria for establishing a prima facie case of obviousness with the Luciano and 
Yacenda references under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a). Applicant's rationale for this argument is 
based on Applicant's allegation that neither Luciano nor Yacenda teach the instant ' 
claim feature of a "lottery pool". 

Applicant states on page 7 of the remarks, in the last paragraph, that the current 
invention claims a "lottery pool, where individuals generally get several lottery ticl<ets 
together to create a larger pool of potentially winning numbers for the group". Applicant 
goes on to indicate where this can be found in the instant specification. However, 
Applicant argues language that is different from the recited claim language. Applicant's 
claim merely uses the language "lottery pool". Applicant has not claimed a group of 
individuals getting several lottery tickets together to create a larger pool. . . Applicanti'^0^: 
reminded that while the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In the case of the Yacenda reference, Yacenda teaches a lottery system that 
allows a plurality of players to play from a plurality of player terminals over a global 
network (col. 2, lines 27-46). The examiner has interpreted the feature of a plurality of 
players playing over a network, whereby the winning players are notified, as a lottery 
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pool. Further, Luciano teaches a similar lottery system as Yacenda that has a plurality 
of players playing via a network. Luciano also refers to a "lottery^pobl", whereby a 
portion of the wagers from each of the players is part of the prize poof (col. 4, lines' t^^' 
17). 

Applicant has argued the language "lottery pool" more narrowly than it is 
currently being claimed in the instant invention. The examiner maintains that Luciano 
and Yacenda both clearly teach a lottery pool. 

Also, the examiner has cited Walker et al (see above "Pertinent Prior Art") as a 
reference that teaches the pooling together of participants in a team to play a lottery, 
which is the feature that Applicant argues, but has not clearly claime^d. 
Conclusion v 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant Is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory actibp is mailed, and.any-, 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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USPTO Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carmen D. White whose telephone number is 703-308- 
5275. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30 AM to 
5:00 PM. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinePf c 
supervisor, Tom Hughes can be reached on 703-308-1806. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7768 
for Non-official communications and 703-305-3579 for Official communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1078. 
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